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THE UNITED STATESPATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

In the Matter of Application:

Serial No. : 85/430,480
Trademark
Published : 11 September 2012
)
DIRECTV, LLC, )
)
Opposer, )
)
V. ) OppositionN0. 91208718
)
COURIONCORPORATION, )
)
Applicant. )

ANSWER AND DEFENSES TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

Applicant Courion Corporation (“Couriorgr “Applicant”) hereby answers Opposer
DIRECTV, LLC’s (“DIRECTTV” or “Opposet) Notice of Opposition, responding to the

individual allegationsherein as follows:

1. Applicant is without knowledger information sufficient to form a belief as to the

truth of the allegations contained in Pargird of the Opposition, and therefore denies them

and calls for strict proof thereof.



2. Applicant is without knowledger information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations contained in Pargir2 of the Opposition, and therefore denies them
and calls for strict proof thereof.

3. Applicant admits that Opposer is the retowner of the registrations listed, but
states further that the contents of those documents speak for themselves. To the extent to which
Paragraph 3 mischaracterizes the contentisase documents, Applicant denies same.
Paragraph 3 also states legal conclusions tohwinicresponse is required. To the extent that
Paragraph 3 states any othactfial allegations or otherwisequires a response, Applicant
denies those allegations and cé#disstrict proof thereof.

4. Paragraph 4 of the Opposition states legaclusions regarding the accrual of
common law trademark rights, to which no respaassequired. To the extent that Paragraph 4
states any factual allegationsaitherwise requires a response Aggnt states that it is without
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belasf to the truth of thallegations contained in
Paragraph 4, and therefore denies tlagh calls for strict proof thereof.

5. Paragraph 5 of the Opposition states legaclusions regarding fame, to which
no response is required. To the extent thatdPapd 5 states any othiictual allegations or
otherwise requires a respons@phficant states that it is thiout knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truthtbe allegations contained in Paragraph 5, and
therefore denies them and calls for strict proof thereof.

6. Applicant admits that it is a Delawarerporation and that it has an office at 1900

West Park Drive, First Floor, Westborough, Massachusetts 01581-3919.



7. Applicant admits that it filed applitan Ser. No. 85/430,480 (the “Application”)
on September 23, 2011 on an intent-to-use basisrinection with thgoods recited in the
Application. Applicant futer states that the Application speaks for itself.

8. Denied.

9. Applicant admits that it refiled application seriato. 85/509,528, but denies that
it is relevant to this proceedingipplicant denies the remaining allegations in Paragraph 9 of the
Opposition and the accompanying Footnote 1.

10.  Applicant denies the allegations oetfirst sentence of Paragraph 10 of the
Opposition. Applicant is without knowledge or infeation sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations contained in the@®t sentence of Paragraph 10 of the Opposition, and
therefore denies them and calls for strict proof thereof.

11. Denied.

12.  Denied.

13.  Applicant admits that it filed thApplication on September 23, 2011. The
remaining allegations of Paragraph 13 are legatlusions to which no response is required. To
the extent that Paragraph 13 states any other factual allegations olisghrerpires a response,
Applicant denies the allegations.

14.  Applicant admits that there is no retatship between Applicant and Opposer and
that Opposer has not expresslyrauized Applicant’s Applicatiolnr use of the mark set forth
therein. Applicant admits that it is t@ner of record for Registration No. 3,089,904, but
denies that it is relevant this proceeding. Applicant dexs the remaining allegations of
paragraph 14 and the accompanying Footnote 2.

15. Denied.



16. Denied.

17. Denied.
18. Denied.
19. Denied.

ADDITIONAL DEFENSES

SECOND DEFENSE

The Notice of Opposition should be strickenfailure to set forth a short and plain
statement of the facts as reeual by Trademark Rule 2.104(a).

THIRD DEFENSE

Applicant hereby reserves its right to asserg and all other defees as appropriate as

they present themselves through ttourse of this proceeding.

WHEREFORE, Applicant Courio@orporation respectfully praythat this Board dismiss
the Notice of Opposition and deny all relief respeel therein, remand the Application for

issuance of the registration, and grant such @herfurther relief as the Board deems just and

proper.
Respectfullpubmitted,
COURIONCORPORATION,
By its Attorneys,

Dated: February 13, 2013 /Anthony H. Catdl

Robert D. Carroll

AnthonyH. Cataldo
GoodwirProcten.Lpr

Exchange Place
BostonMassachuseti32109
Tel:(617)570-1000
Faxi(617)523-1231
tmadmin@goodwinprocter.com



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that a true and completgy of the foregoing Answer to Notice of
Opposition and Additional Defenses was semvpdn Attorneys for Opposer on February 13,
2013, via First Class Mail, postage prepaid to:

Susan L. Heller

Candice E. Kim

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP
1840 Century Park East, Suite 1900
Los Angeles, California 90067

and via electronic mail to:

LATM2@gtlaw.com

/Anthony H. Cataldo/
AnthonyH. Cataldo




